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ON THE REJECTION OF THE ROMAN CATHO- 
LIC DISABILITIES BILL BY THE HOUSE OF 
LORDS, MAY 17, 1825. 


' 


Oe ra grestion of what is called Roman Catholic Eman- 
cipation, this rejection is a matter of no consequence: it 
was, in fact, rather desirable than otherwise, as it must tend 
to teach the boasted six or seven millions of that sect, that 
le sort of emancipation which they seek is not to be ob- 
lived Separate from other and more general emancipations. 
They are mancipated with respect to their religion; because 
there isa mass of property enjoyed by another sect, in con- 
nee and only upon the tenure of that and other manci- 
ODS, 

Taking the merits of the question of this separately sought 
emancipation into fair consideration, I have no hesitation to 
say, that Eldon, Liverpool, and Peel have the best of the 
argument, Lord Liverpool’s speech, iu the House of Lords, 
on the 17th ult., was unanswerable. He shewed, what every 
clear-headed man must see, that the power sought by the 
Roman Catholics, as a religious sect, to be governed by the 
Pope, or a Priest to be enthroned at Rome, was hostile to 
the general Jaws of this country, and hostile, indeed, to all 

ood law; for, it is monstrous, that a man in power at 
Rome, or in any other country, should hold a sway over a 

s 









ree that should be subject to a uniform law at home. 
bis is a matter that could not be well tolerated, even if 
the question of religion were wholly separated from the 
Jaws of the country. Let the Roman Catholics, as a sect 
among us is called, have a Pope among themselves: let 
them Have one in this Island, and another in Ireland, if they 
like; bat let them not expect that a Pope at Rome is to be 
allowed to islate for a large portion of the people of these 
Islands. Let Cobbett be a Pope in this Island, or O’Connell 
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in Ireland, and then we shall know who and what we haye 
‘to deal with; but to have a Pope at Rome, whois very like- 
ly generally to ve the powerful friend of our enemies, or the 
powerful enemy of those who may be, or ought to be, our 
friends, is an anomaly that sound law cannot tolerate, 

We may be told by the embryo Popes, Cobbett and 
O’Connell, that the Pope of Rome rules only in spiritual af- 
fairs, and that spiritual affairs have no connection witb poli- 
tical affairs. Let the word spiritual be defined, to shew 
that it is any thing in influence that is separate from the po- 
litical affairs of this or of any other country. Its strict de- 
finition is taxation, and no foreign Pope, nor even a domes- 
tic Pope, ought to be allowed to dictate in such a matter: 
but in the former case, the government must be very weak 
or very wicked that allows:it. Spiritual affair means a 
taxing of the people under its influence for the purpose of 
_ religion; and political affair a taxation for general pur- 

poses, of which religion might be one; so that the word 
spiritual and every other word, indeed, is political. 

I understand that the removal of the word spiritual from 
a certain oath is all that is required by the Roman Catho- 
lics to establish what they call their emancipation! This 
word spiritual is a Shibboleth which their notions of religion 
will not allow them to pronounce. Ifthey bad a philologer 
among them to lead and direct them, instead of Lawyers and 
Romance Writers, they might be taught, that the word spi- 
ritual is a word utterly void of any other meaning than that 
which I bave given it inferentially in the former paragraph, 
and that they may safely and conscientiously take the oath 
required and give some other name to the influence of the 
Pope of Rome over them. Since the word spiritual is not 
a hundredth part so potent in meaning as the word political, 
and since an admission of the spiritual supremacy of the 
King of England would obtain for them all that they avow- 
edly ask, why not admit that spiritual supremacy and give 
some other equally applicable name to the desired suprema- 
cy of the Pope of Rome? -To object to do this is a straining 
at a gnat, whilst, in other respects, they are ever ready to 
swallow a camel. Again, as the Pope has assumed and ad- 
mitted power enough to change the meaning of words by 
absolving from the spiritual consequences of sin, he can 
sanction the spiritual supremacy of the King of England 
over his flock in England and Ireland, and still get all the 
wool and the mutton tohimself. ‘The King wants nothing more 
than he has of the wool and. the mutton, and if he must have 











Ment to'any religion.. Here came auotber outrage upon 
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the name of spiritual supreme, why let him have it and en- 
joy it. I wisb that he had nothing but a spiritual suprema- 
cy, in the Roman Catholic sense, over us poor protestants, 
christian and atheistical, and as much of that as he liked. | 
should find no obstacle in an oath that admitted his spiritual 
supremacy over me, after having been so long made to feel 
his material supremacy. Oaths are but words in unmean- 
ing and unintelligible language: and though, on no account 
would I deviate from my word fairly and freely given, I 
should feel no difficulty in treating with contempt and eva- 
sion an oath that was unnecessarily imposed upon me in 
unintelligible language. And I never yet saw an oath in in- 
telligible language, unless it were the penal part of a Free- 
mason’s oath, aud oaths of that kind which are unlawful. An 
oath, in intelligible language, must necessarily violate whole- 
some law; for it can only be made in a penal sense, and that 
isa private enactment which such law cannot sanction. 
in illustration of the conclusion of the last paragraph, I 
will notice what has lately occurred at the Old Bailey Ses- 
sions. ‘Since writing that paragraph, I know by the news- 
sand by them only, that one of my assistants in Lon- 
dona, John Christopher, has had occasion to prosecutea wo- 
man for stealing his watch. He very wisely made no ob- 
jection to swear to state the truth, by kissing the Bible, ora 
part of the Bible; but one of the Jurors asked him, if he be- 
lieved in the book on which he had sworn. Christopher, to 
say the least of it, hovestly answered no, guessing rightly at 
the jaror’s sense of the question. But bad it been my case, 
I would have guessed at nothing, or rather, have answered 
nothing by a guess. [ would have had question for question 
with the juror. I would have asked him in return what he 
meant by belief in the book; and for every unintelligible 
word that came after, such as God, Heaven, Hell, Inspira- 
tion, Divine Revelation, Immaculate Conception, Virgin- 
born, or words of-that-kind, 1-would have asked for a defini- 
liot, an intelligible meaning. With this exception, Chris- 
topher’s conduct was admirable. He believed in a future 
state. Very true: but he could not say what state. On 
being asked what was his religion and what its tenets; he 
answered nobly—I AM NOT A KELIGIONIST—l HAVE NO RE- 
LIGION. . This should be the answer of every honest and in- 
telligent man, A man or woman conversant with the ex- 
isting amount of knowledge might well be ashamed to con- 
‘€@n association with any kind of religionists or an attach- 
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wholesome law. Because this prosecutor was neither liar 
hypocrite, nor ignorant enough, to profess some kind of re. 
ligion, the prosecution was quashed, and a thief, or probable 
thief, allowed to go unpunished, encouraged to steal again! 
Oh! Religion! If thou wert personifiable and responsable, 
what would be the amount of thy crimes! I was much 
pleased to see this case in print, as all such cases must tend 
togood. Here is an open encouragement for any person to 
go into my house and steal what he or she pleases. Here 
we are plainly told, that if we have no religion. we are nei- 
ther to have law nor justice.- Mr. Peel’s whole conduct to- 
words me is consonant with this statement. And such has 
been the conduct of the Judges of the Court of King’s 
Bench. 

But the moral or illustration of this case is, that no one 
should object to the form of an oath, where that form does 
not bind him to do wrong. Oath-making is a vice: it has 
grown out of religion, out of ignorance, and should be wholly 
discontinued: and though a wise man would never admit 
that it was either solemn or sacred with respect to his word, 
or bound him to truth, or that it made his words the more 
true, he would never shrink from any kind of compulsory 
swearing to speak the truth, or in the form of unmeaning 
words. When I took up the freedom of the City of Lon- 
don, in 1819, I was sworn to the defence, or protection, or 
to do something of and for the Christian Religion. At that 
time, I had scarcely reasoned myself out of the nonsense 
which had been imposed upon me in my youth; but J have 
since seriously asked myself the question, whether my sub- 
sequent conduct has been a violation of that conditionally 
compulsory oath. I find that ithas not. What is the Chris- 
tian Religion which I promised, so help me God, to defend 
or protect? Ifany person can answer me that question, in 
a manner that admits not of refutation, I will acknowledge 
that I have violated an oath. And what is the God by 
which I swore? That is another question to be answered. 
~ As an example to the Roman Catholics, I will change the 
word Zerotarian Catholic into Roman Catholic Christians, 
and as a rigid Roman Catholic, if any one or more of them 
will find me a seat in the House of Commons, I will take or 
make the objectionable oath, I will acknowledge the King’s 
spiritual supremacy, and prove to them, to that house, and 
to the country at large, that I have done nothing but what 
is right, and nothing but what ‘every wise Roman Catholic 
would do: This is the best way to carry emancipations. | 
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would not, if 1 were an atheistical mémber of the House of 
Commons, consent to make laws to relieve silly men from 
such silly notions. Let me out of Gaol and cease to prose- 
ente me for free discussion, and I want no new laws for my 
protection or advantage, except in the abolition of the bad 
ones, or those which take away so much of our property in 
taxes. None of your test acts should test me on any head. 
} would say to myself, define your words, put your oaths in 
intelligible language, and then [ will assent or dissent as may 
beright; but I will always assent, so long as you cannot de- 
monstrate to me the meaning and force of the words of your 
compulsory or conditionally compulsory oaths. Roman 
Catholic Christians, cease to be fools, go and do the same. 
In this affair between the Protestants and Catholics, we 
have another proof that religion is vice, that it is a stimu- 
lant to persecution. If we take up one book, we read a 
dreadful, a tremour exciting, tale of a persecution, a putting 
‘to death, about religion ; of a protestant or protestants by 
catholics. If wetake up another book, we find an equally 
dreadful tale, told of the Protestants, persecuting or putting 
to death, with the most brutal feelings, some sillily consci- 
entious Catholics. What does all this prove? Not that 
they are persecutors as men, not that they are persecutors in 
consequence of adherence to protestantism or to catholic- 
ism; but that the principle of religion, with the unjust pow- 
‘ers. and profits which it draws around itself in certain cases 
and under certain circumstances, is the principle of persecu- 
tion. All religious men with power and unjust profits are 
persecutors. Some are conscientious persecutors, for the 
sake’ of propagating their religion, others for robbing under 
that mask. Here and there we find a mild man among all 


sects condemning all persecutions for the sake of religion ; 


‘bat this mild man forms an exception to the general rule, 


and still leaves religion, in the aggregate, a vice. 

The grand argument in the House of Commons for the 
passing of the Roman Catholic disabilities Bill was that set 
agoing by Mr. Cobbett, that the alternative would bea ge- 


‘Heral insurrection of the Irish Catholic. This argument, fu- 


tile in itself, was clearly seen throngh by the opponents of 
thebill. It is natural, or a thing to be expected, that under 
almost all circumstances, or general circumstances, the Irish 


‘people should wish an independence of England, It is 


Tight that they should so wish it; and will be wise when 
they can assert and maintain it. The opponents of the Irish 
‘Catholics all know this, and this is the pivot on which all 
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their words and actions turn, The Catholic advocates, as 
certain men are called, pretend not to see this, pretend that 
Ireland well treated would be iustinctively attached to Eng- 
land: and thus they work in error and always without ef- 
fect. Whatever is conceded to Ireland will strengthen Ire- 
land, and whatever strengthens Ireland will stimulate her 
people to insurrection. Though I draw this inference, | do 
not say “ Keep Jreland weak.” No, I boldly assert her 
right to independence of England,-assured that both coun- 
tries would benefit by mutual independence. Our men in 
power chain down Ireland, keep her weak, for no other pur- 
pose whatever, than that a few of the aristocracy may glut 
themselves upon her heart’s blood... And our pretended Ca- 
tholic advocates prove the greatest enemies of the cause 
which they affect to espouse, by not going the right way 
about it. Whata silly loon has Burdett made himself this 
year about this Catholic Bill. He has been for paying 
priests, cutting up elective franchise, puffing Mother 
Church and all other Churches, and himself hardly kuows 
what, to make a few men eligible to afew offices without the 
use of the word, the meaningless word, spiritual! Here are 
legislators for you! So much more exertion than usual has 
the Baronet been put to, in this Session, that I have looked 
in vain for an answer to a letter, to get an account of what 
has become of the petition with which I troubled him last 
year; though I promised him faithfully that I would not so 
trouble him again, if he would return the petition or say 
what he has done with it. 1 bought a skin of parchment to 
write that petition upon, and want to hand it about until it 
gets to Honourable House, or gets worn out. But “ Car- 
lile is a damned bore, he wants us to do things out of our 
usual track.”” Yes, I do want you to do things out of your 
usual track, I want you so to talk that your words shall ne- 
cessarily lead to some useful doings, and not to keep millions 
of people in agitation and suspense to no useful end whatever; 
but to great mischief. Irish Catholics or English Catholics, 
you will do yourselves no good by looking up to your present 
advocates. They are men of words, like your word spiritual, 
that mean nothing. Verily do I think, that there would be 
no majority for you in the House of Commons, were not 
many of its members sure, that the House of Lords would 
reject your desired bill. .1f you want emancipation, you 
must seek knowledge, and begin at home. You are manci- 
pated by nothing but your own ignorance. Send Cobbett 
to Parliament, O Connell to Parliament, or who you will, 
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ou will do yourselves no good, until you emancipate your- 
selves, in this age of scientific discoveries and of sound 
knowledge, from all religion. If you want to know how 
or why you are to do this; I answer, by and for the printed 

roofs of the bad foundation of all religion, by the universal 

roof that religion is vice and an evil, a disease, to you. 

But this rejection of the Bill by the House of Lords after 
it had passed the House of Commons will do good in 
another sense, it will make the mass of the people go on to 
see the folly of two houses in the legislature. 1 publish, in 
conjunction with this article, an oration by Elibu Palmer, 
which condemns the folly of two houses in the United States 
of America. Spain and Portugal gave us proofs, that two 
houses were not necessary, and that they could have gone 
on so much the better, if the King had no share in legisla- 
tion. It is monstrous, that one man as a king or president, 
or that a house of aristocrats who take their seats heredi- 
tarily, should be able to baffle the voice of the representa- 
tives ofa nation. If a second house were tolerable on any 
ground, it should be composed of men elected by the first 


_ “house, or general representatives of the people, and the cri- 


terion for choice should be talent, virtue and experience. 
But even this cannot be shewn to be necessary, as, under 
fair election by the mass of the people, no other qualification 
would gain admittance into the one house of representatives, 
the all sufficient legislators for a nation. 

RICHARD CARLILE. 


Dorchester Gaol, June 1, 1825. 








Some clever fellow has-taken the hint about the picture of 
the Jew-Christian God, recommended in No. 19. I have 
had an admirable painting of it sent to me, and have sent 
it back for immediate engraving. It struck me as a great 
resemblance to some of those Indian Gods which I have 
seen engraved on the Wesleyan Missionary Papers, and it 
will be seen by others, at first sight, that the Jew-Christian 
God had the same birth. 


R. C. 
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SHEFFIELD CHRISTIANS, HO! 
PEARCE, BYWATER AND CO.! 
HOW ANGRY THEY GROW! 
WHEN SHEWN UP SO So! 





THE readers of “The Republican” know that we have had 
two Christian opponents in Sheffield, Abel Bywater and J. 
P., Joseph Pearce. Abel is a cutler by trade, at least, in 
a small way, for he cuts awils, as well as to cut us In- 
fidels al/ up; therefore, we must expect nothing but cutting 
work from him, even to a literary cutting of himself to 
pieces; but J. P., 1am sorry to say it, is a disgrace to the 
bookselling trade. There ought to be no such a (hing in 
this day as a Christian bookseller. We had nearly tamed 
young Able’s spiritual and aspiring spirit we bad quench- 
ed or smothered Abel’s anger; he had resolved to waste 
no more of his fire and amunition upon infidel crows; 
but, by the moving of the spirit of Mr. Joseph Pearce, 
Abel has changed his resolve into a resolve to move again. 
Backed by a blind and stubborn quibbler, Abel thinks, that 
the further exploits of his Knight Errantry may by. possi- 
bility, bring him some fame; if nothing very important, at 
least, something like that by which Cervantes has handed 
down to us the fame of Don Quixote. Abel Bywater 1s 
the Don Quixote of Sheffield, and Joseph Pearce his Sancho 
Panza, who substitutes abuse for the want of Sancho’s tact 
at uttering proverbs. Sancho was a great eater, and loved 
eating better than fighting but for aught known to the con- 
trary with us, Joseph may love fighting better than eating ; 
as there are’some of the God-noddles and Immortal Soul- 
noddles of that stamp. Give us but another smart religious 
persecution, and Joseph will sally forth in his element and 
_ gorge_on the food that feeds his distinctive principles, or his 
destructive principles, either will do here; for J oseph 
would not sign the Sheffield Petition for free discussion and 
mutual toleration last year. 

We have now to shew up Joseph in an exchange of a let- 
ter with Mr. Thomas Tarton of Sheffield, and in a very an- 


ery letter addressed to Mr. Webb; but made to fit if not to 
kill us all. 
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TO MR. JOSEPH PEARCE, BOOKSELLER, GIB- 
RALTER STREET, SHEFFIELD. 


Author of the Leiter in “ The Republican,” March 4, 1825, 
signed J. P. 





Sir, Shefhield, March 11, 1825. 
It gave me pleasure to find you among the ranks of those 
for discussion, and [ hope it is not only to be in the ranks ; 
but that you aspire to a much nobler object, a determination 
to have a good foundation for the opinions you hold. 

The quotation _ have made from Mr. Webb, on perse- 
eution, particularly alludes to “‘ persecuted authors,” was 
addressed to one persecuted beyond a parallel in history ; 
and whose persecutors are Christians. 

What Christian authors have been fiued, imprisoned, or 
banished, but have had Christians for their persecutors? Jn 
that case, you see, that if one part of your Christians, or the 
persecuted, were “ honest in their intentions,” the other part 
must have been honest. It must be allowed, that, wherever 
we witness one party persecuting another for opinion’s sake, 
the persecuted are either nearer the truth, or the more ho- 
nest in their intentions: and if the Christians were ever per- 
secuted by infidels, it would be presumptive proof of the 
trath of their opinions, and that Mr. W.’s “system was 
neither honest nor true; but is not the contrary too palpable 


‘to require another word ? 


In your letter, you have made much todo with the words 
“distinctive principles ;’ what you- would have been able 
to do, had they never been used by the Doctor, I cannot 
pretend to say ; but you bave given them a meaning foreign 
to what he intended, as may be seen by other parts of his 
Essay. Such parts, you ought in particular to have noticed, 
and to have shewn, that they had no foundation in the na- 
tare of things. 
~ Read over pages 433 and 434 and see whether we may 
Dot justly conclude, that the Doctor only intended the “ dis- 

ctive principles” to apply to vegetables in a state of vege- 

on, and not when either animals or vegetables were in a 
slate of decomposition or death. When in that state, the 

| ts were no longer any thing distinct; but went to the 
‘Upport and nourishment of “ all surrounding matter.” 
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This, he particularly alluded toand you, as an advocate foray 
opposite opinion, should have endeavoured to invalidate it 

Whatever marks of *‘ distinctive properties” or species 
there might be, they only exist with the existence, of those 
organizations. Destroy the organization, and what remains 
of distinctive properties are then visible; if there be such 
it remains for you to adducethem, He(Mr. Webb) intend- 
ed nothing by the words but to be applied to the different ar- 
rangments of matter. Destroy the arrangement, and the whole 
of that decomposed matter is in a state of re-arrangement ; 
there is nothing but what will unite with some other bodies. 
It never entered the Doctors head, that any person existed 
with such a ‘‘ distinctive principle” as to advance in print, 
that, if it were not for these principles “ a pig feeding upon 
an ox would become an ox, §c.” Does not experience inform 
you that these “ principles,” the touchstone for your argu- 
ments, are destroyed in that animal before it is eaten? Can 
-it be otherwise? If the ox, after being eaten, still existed an 
ox; the pig of necessity would be more ox than pig. But 
so wonderful it is, that the Doctor only used the words 
‘‘ distinctive principle” when speaking of vegetables, and in 
them, there need not be any fear of their eating one another, 
that their principles or nature might be changed. 

I hope you will inform us what seeds there are that decom- 
pose, on which insects and animals feed, and yet ‘‘ the power 
of vegetation is not destroyed.” What insect or animal feeds 
upon the mustard-seed ? For you say, that they feed upon 
‘‘every seed sown ;” Farmers and gardners are notany way 
wishfall that any insect or animal should come near the 
“ seed sown” for fear not only that the decomposed 
parts should be made food; but that the whole seed itself 
should share that fate, and of course “ vitality and vegetation 
be destroyed:” You say “a man may be eaten by a dog, or 
any other animal, it does not destroy the peculiar principles 
of his nature, &c.” Allow me to ask you if the dog eat a 
man, or a man eat a dog, would they exist the same, when 
eaten, as when eating. If they do, I will agree with you, 
that their nature is not destroyed, but until you exhibit what 
‘“* peculiar nature” remains, when-one animal is devoured 
by another, I must remain-ignorant, but not wilfully so. if 
the Lion, Nero, was to eat you, it would be with some dif- 
ficulty that I could believe your nature not destroyed, oF 
or that you still were the same identical person, concious © 
being the same individual and with the same “‘ peculiar 0a- 
ture” to advance arguments “ without number.” 
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As to what you have advanced on the properties of Mer- 
cury, according to my present knowledge, you have over- 
stretched yourself; for 1 could as soon admit that the Che- 
mists could collect and re-arrange the scattered particles of 
a man’s body, after it had passed through one of the fiercest 
fires, as that they can restore Mercury to its natural or- run- 
ning state, after it had gone through the processes to which it 
might be put. It would have been well to have given your 
authority, or the experiment itself. 

What I have said in these lines, I hope, if wrong, you will 
nothave any objection to correct; and what you do not 
either condemn or correct, I cannot be much in error, if [ 
conclude, that you approve: and again, where you condemn 
and do not follow that condemnation with reusons, I shall 
again conclude that your inability is the cause. I conclude 
with a few words as to what you have done or attempted 
to do. 

You have been contending that the resurrection of the 
human body is both probable and possible, and you come to 
this conclusion from evidence that will prove the same to all 
other animals; and not only to animals but to vegetables. 
Your last resort to prove “identity” will no doubt prove 
the same to the mipveral. But only consider the resurrec- 
tion of all animals. What a stupenduous notion for one 
man,and whata sight from the mite to the mammoth. Na- 
turalists are indebted to you for evidence, that the mam- 
moth isnot extinct, as they have supposed ; it must be in ex- 
istence, for nothing could destroy its “peculiar nature” or 
ls properties of distinctiveness. Alas, we waut further evi- 
dence, or we may as well give up the whole of our facul- 
lesatonce, What aconsolation it would have been to the 
poor man who had lost his ass, as related by Sterne, if Abel 
Bywater had been present to inform him that the ass had an 
immaterial soul; and you to, advance some of your num- 
berless arguments, to convince him, that distinctive prin- 
ciples of the body of his ass would be raised again. Who 
but Sterne himself could have found words to express the 
eelings of thankfulness for such information and at such a 
ime! Adieu, and that as a writer you may be honest is the 
Wish of 
THOMAS TURTON. 
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N. B. The printer is to print this and Mr. Pearce’s subsequent 
letters precisely in the state in which he finds them, as the writer 
left them. He accuses me of making blunders for him, which is not 
true. There is not a blunder in this first letter, though I corrected 
at in almost every sentence for him. R. ¢. 





TO MR. THOMAS TURTON. 





Sir, 

I RECEIVED yours, and in reply, am sorry I have to say, 
that you have displayed so much Ignorance, of the subject 
on which my. Letter, is founded ; that it would be altogether, 
a waste of time to answer your comical, useless, nondescript 
questions, they are wide of the Point in Dispute, and would 
not either answer, or illustrate, any part of the Subject in 
Controversy, besides it would puzzle a man much more 
learned than I am to understand what you mean: there is 
a great deal of Vulgarity and nonsense which does not at all 
become a Writer on any subject. - Your tales about Sterns, 
dead Ass &c.—will be never noticed by me, unless it induces 
me to pity your shallow Mind. I suppose you were indulg- 
ing yourself with what would be called by some Persons a 
little Fun—but they are far too low for a man of Common 
Sense, and who is in search of Truth, for { can assure you 
that I can spend my time to more Profit, and Satisfaction to 
my own Mind than to be writing answers to a man who 
uses railing for reasoning, and nonsensical tales for Argu- 
ment, I therefore would advise you to read over the two 
Letters in question, and if you do that and do it seriously | 
have no doubt but that you will be better qualified to give me 
an answer. Now as a specimen of what I have charged 
you with, I refer you to where you ask me to inform you, 
what'seeds there are that decompose, and Insects and Ani- 
mals feed thereon now if you had inquired of me, what In- 
sects'and Animals feed upon decomposed Seeds, I would 
have advised you to have consulted Common Sense; But 
as the form of your words ask a different question from 
what I think you intended to ask, I beg to refer you to any 
School Boy of the Age of 14 Years, who will buth detect 
your blunder, and answer the Questions and with respect 
to my assertion about Mercury it is one of those things you 
do not believe, and the reason is obVious it is because yOu 


ne 


ot 





ask-no favour. " Yours, &c., 
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dont understand it, but allow me to say that I defy both you 
and your Friend Carlile to prove the coutrary,* J have made 
the assertion and it is your province if you are able to refute 
i, Your Friend Carlile is a Wonderful Man to have the 
Audacity to come forward and recommend to the whole 
Nation the use of Crude Mercury, and afterward to make 
a frank acknowledgement that he should lose bis faith in its 
usefulnesst if my assertion proves true, which by the bye 
every one that has made any Proficiency in Chemistr 
knows the process of. As you have taken the liberty of 
referring to Mr. Bywater I have shewn him your letter and 
] am authorised to inform you that as you seem to sport 
with his name and what he has written he will meet you in 
public and give you a Chance of refuting what seems to 
please alias puzzle you— 

I am not a little surprised ‘that you should take it upon 
yourself to explain to me Mr. Webbs meaning, if I had mis- 
took his meaning I conceive he is better qualified to explain 
than you possibly can be, and you cannot be thought jess 
than very officious to take it upon yourself to explain for a 
living Author. I am Sir, Yours &c., 

3 J, PEARCE. 
Without date; but received 
“= May 5, 1825. T. T. 


* We cannot prove the contrary, if you can prove the fact. 
Why shift the burthen of proof to us? R, C.. . 
ot I said exclusive usefulness. If, after all modes of combination, 
it retained its first properties as fluid Mercury, I said, that I 
should not continue to give so implicit a preference to its crude 
state. | R, C. 





TO MR. RICHARD CARLILE, DORCHESTER GAOL. 





Str, 
Tux Inclosed Letter is intended as an answer to Mr- Webbs 
last letter to you, on the subject of my former Letter and as 
he and you have taken liberties which are not altogether con- 
sistent (in you as.an Editor and in him as acorrespondent) | 

¢ been induced to make Observations which would not 


have been made but for that reason, if it meets your appro- 


on to insert my Letter in the Republican do so if not I 
J. P. 



























686 | THE REPUBLICAN. 


TO R. T. WEBB, ESQ. SURGEON, HAMMER. 
SMITH. 





SLR, 
As you display so much antipathy against those whom you call 
parsons and that part of my letter which you designate par- 
sonic, | feel it my duty to relieve you from those unpleasant 
feelings, lest you should say as little to this letter as you have 
done to the former, by informing you, that lam neither a 
Parson nor a Parson’s Son; nor am | a member of any re- 
ligious society ; nor yet am I labouring under the prejudices 
of Religious Education; therefore, what you take offence 
at in my Letter cannot be the offspring of any of these. | 
flatter myself,{to think, that what has raised your Feelingsis, 
that my Observations have come so close to your baseless 
Fabric, that you had no hole left to creep out at, and there- 
fore resorted to the usual Praciice of Bumbast and Satire; 
and I confess that Iam surprized, that a man of your abili- 
ties, should resort to such weapons for his defence. I can 
assure you, that had I not discovered more of an Intelligent 
Mind and a display of more Science than is generally to be 
met with in the Republican, I should not have paid any at- 
tention to your Writings; the generality of the Pieces are 
Written in the Bumbastical, Ranting Style, that I wonder 
any man of Common Sense can bea convert to any of them. 
1 am surprised at your appeals to Carlile’s Notes, as being 
an answer to my Letter, as J cannot see that a Single Note 
bears upon the Subject, one thing I see plainly, that you 
and he are at variauce. To illustrate my Argument, I said 
to whatever state Mercury was reduced, or however various- 
ly compounded it could be restored to its primitive state, or 
running mercury. If you will take the Trouble of reading 
over Carliles last Note to my Letter, he there disputes the 
assertion! calls upon the practical Chemists to give him in- 
formation on the subject, and, at the same time, confesses, that 
if I be correct, he should lose his Faith in the use of Crude 
Mercury*.» Now this is a Display of Abilities in which 


* In no way did I dispute the assertion. How could I dispute 
it, when I pleaded ignorance of the fact and asked for informa- 
tion ? R. C. 

* This is another false assumption. J. P. cannot extract such 


an in inference from my note. C 
‘ R. ? 
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pu confide as an Answer to my Letter. Carlile may be 
roperly compared to the rest of the Numerous Quacks of 
which this Country abounds. A pretty Fellow to have the 
audacity to recommend the use of Crude Mercury ® and to 
be totally unacquainted with its Chemical Properties. For 
my own Part I have: long been of opinion that he is not so 
much a foolas a Madman. See his account of the origin 
of Man, be makes Man to be the offspring of a Fish or some 
Amphibious Animal‘. [ really pity the Man, if his long Im- 
risonment bas been the Cause of his Derangement; but I 
doubt it is constitutional and would be dangerous for him to 
be at large, otherwise I would be the first to give my vote 
for his. Discharge from Prison. Poor Man, I hope his 
Friends will not let him want. Now, Sir, | have wandered 
too far from the Subject, and beg to return. First, I am at 
aloss to know what is meant by Destructive Principles® as 
no such Word or Idea is to be met with either in your Essay 
or my Letter, shall I attribute it to Mr. Carlile’s derang- 


* | have found the approbation of several respectable medical 
men in this recommendation of Crude Mercury: and as to Quack- 
itis out of the question. I publish what former physicians 
haye published upon the subject and make no profit by it, ifa 
uackery, in any shape. A medical man observed to me one 
ay this week: If J. P. be correct as to. the indestructible pro- 
perties of Crude Mercury, under any combination or through any 
process, it proves the superiority of its crude state; for how do 
we know ; but that the stomach would analyse and seperate it 
from any compound and make it precisely the same thing as if 
swallowed crude. The best proof that J. P. felt the force of my 
notes is this angry and insolent letter in answer to them. It 
proves that he is a Christian Ruffian not to be changed in matters 
of religion by dint of argument, nor of ridicule: and he would 
evidently combat-an -opponent. with a lighted faggot, if he had 
the power. - R. C. 

* Was this my theory, Mr. J. P., or did I announce it as the 
theory of another? Look at your Bible, Genesis, chap. xi. verses 
20 to 23. You will there see, that one of that compilation of 
theories as to creation was precisely that of Dr, Maillet, and which 


“he obtained from the Egyptian Priests. Your Bible makes your 


God the author of all the known theories, so that it is very pro- 
bable, that it is right in some instances, on that head. hoa 


* This was a printer’s error and subsequently noticed as an 
erratum. R. C, 
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ment® and call it distinctive principles as I imagine it jg 
what you mean? There were no fewer than three of Four 
Blunders in the Printing of my Letter’, and by the way of 
giving you every chance of extricating yourself from the si- 
tuation you are placed in, I will allow you to call them 
Elementary Principles, and here Iam at a loss to know 
what use you can make of them, if these be the principles 
which make the distinction betwixt one animal and another, 
and tbat they can but appropriate to themselves whatever is 
agreeable to their original organization. - That is all I con- 
tend for, and I am contending for no more than what the 
best Physiologists allow; you may wander from one sub- 
ject to another, with a design to bewilder your readers; 
but be assured, I have neither Time nor disposition to fol- 
low you, If you wish to make a Convert of me to your 
opinion, you must stick close to the Point in dispute and 
give me arational Reply. You say my Observations on 
Mercury supports your assertion, but you forget, that | ad- 
vanced, that, in support of the Identity of a distinctive Prin- 
ciple, which distinctive Principle cannot be incorporated 
into the System of another Animal, for your own reason, 
i. e.; because each apimal can only appropriate to itself 
what is agreeable to its original organization. Mr. Wat- 
son’s concession, [ value no more than I do your contra- 
diction ; for I believe one has studied the subject as much 
as the other. I have no doubt but both have laboured to 
confute the Doctrine, but have never made yourselves ac- 
quainted with the Evidences in favour of it. My Answer 
to your Essay was not so much intended to prove the Re- 
surrection, as to show the fallaciousness of your Arguments 
against it. Andas for the contempt you feel for my Writ- 
ings, | can assure you, there is nothing lost between us and 
had I only reflected upon the Principles you embrace, 
I should have been convinced that I had nothing to expect 
buta grunt from a Pig. 


Yours, &c. 
5. P. 


* Mr. Carlile neither wrote it, nor superintended the printing, 
Christian Joey. = 6 


” Thisis a falsehood. I have examined the letter, and declare 
that it was corrected in twenty places aftér the writer. 
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‘Note.—This is quite a Christian Letter, quite a piercer.! 
if the reader will but refer to No. 9, of this volume, he will 
find, that J. P. was fairly answered by my notes, in the shew- 
ing that the distinctive principle of animals and vegetables 
wasa living and growing principle ; but that, when in a 
stale of decomposition, all distinction ceased: the process of 
decomposition being a similar analysis to each and to all. 
He isalso fully answered by Mr. Turton’s letter, which his 
surly teply evinces. If J. P. could see his distinctive prin- 
ciple in existence independant of the animal frame; if he 
could see the distinctive principle of the hog, on which, bv 
hisnature he evidently delights to feed, after he has decom- 

dit by the powerful and all analyzing gastric juice of 
his stomach ; then, indeed, might he be allowed to attribute 
some weight to his argument. But Mr. Webb’s distinctive 
principle, in vegetables or in animals, was evidently meant 
to be nothing more than the various combinations of the 
es known and unknown, which gases, when again re- 
leased from that distinctive combination, were free to form 
uew combinations, without any controuling power over 
them to make them form similar combinations to that through 
which they had last passed. 

J.P. has a confused mind, has no clear perception, and 
isa bigot. He bas cherished the superstition taught him by 
his mother, iis nurse, or his schoolmaster, and will not see 
any thing that exposes its absurdity and viciousness. He 
set it up as an idol, and endeavours ta make all persons and 
all things bend to it. 

An effort was lately made by Abel Bywater and some 
members of the Garden Street Chapel, Sheffield, to play off a 
theatrical trick, in publicly announcing that two late infidels 
were about publicly to renounce infidelity and to embrace 
Christianity. - It was a-sort of general crow over the Anti- 
christians of that town. The affair was announced by pla- 
cards. Mr. W. V.Holmesattended; but no kind of recanta- 
lion took place. " One of the pretended past infidels was pre- 
sent; but nothing would he say for himself: and the ather 
sentanapology for hisabsence whilst be was getting drunk at 
aneighbouring alehouse. Abel was quite big on the occasion. 
The chapel resounded with acclamations. Abel read some 
extracts from what he called infidel books and moved aresolu- 
ton, which was carried with acclamation, to the same effect 
as his famous blunder printed in the Sheffield Indepedent— 
“that infidelity was a lie.” Mr. Holmes called upon the 
Parties which took a lead, to print the report of their pro- 

No, 22, Vol. XI. 
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ceedings, pledging an answer; but to no effect. He alco 
challenged the Priest of the Chapel to discussion; but he 
was told to answer Paley, Watson and others first. Op 
shewing that Paley, Watson and others had been answered - 
this Mr. Blackely or black something had nothing further to 
say—preaching, not discussion, being his profession. It is 
thus we silence the Sheffield Christians and all other Chris- 
tians. : 

R. C, 








THE two following letters were written at the commence- 
ment of the publication of the Freethinking Christian’s 
Magazine, in 1811: The Editor of that publication talk- 
ed of free discussion in his prospectus, and a correspon- 
dent threw out a challenge for discussion with the Deist 
and Atheist. We have shewn, in a former volume, how 
they treated that able, honest and admirable atheist, 
William Burdon; we now print another stigma upon that 
weak and worthless sect, in shewing, how they consist- 
ently shrank from all discussten with those whom they 
had challenged forth. The following letters were sent to 
the Editor of that publication, and the second only could 
obtain insertion. The readers of The Republican may 
further judge of the liberality of Thompson aud his 
Church (shop) of Freethinking Christians. 





TO THE EDITOR OF THE FREETHINKING 
CHRISTIAN’S MAGAZINE. 


a. he 





Sir, 
‘I CANNOT but feel some apprehension lest my freethinking, 
(since it is not dignified with the appellation of Christian) 
‘may be thought unworthy a place in your magazine. This 
apprehension arises from observing the conduct of other 
sectarians who allow no one to go beyond them; yet Tam 
not without hope, that having broken your own fetters you 
will not assist to rivet them on me. | 

Permit, then, one of those unfortunate persons mentioned 
‘by the “ admirer of nature” to say a few few words belore 
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he makes his exit as he fears he shall shortly be compelled 
to do, unless your correspondent be induced to relax a lit- 
fle of his severity. He has very triumphantly challenged 
the Atheist to produce one instance in which the “order and 
harmouy of the creation is deviated from.” If he will exa- 
wine the matter a little closer, it will be unnecessary for 
the Atheist to point out many instances of disorder ; proba- 
bly he will say, aye, but these are only apparent not real 
deviations—there is here no real disorder. Perhaps it is so, 
but how does he know that? Begging a question neither 
proves nor refutes it. Then, again, if he were to find one 
“deviation from” the arrangement of the creator—does he 
then understand the arrangement, does he comprehend the 
whole of Nature? If he does, then is he well qualified to 
instruct the Sceptic who only differs with him from the 
want of proof. But he would “feel in danger of giving up 
his corroding reflections and losing all his cheering pros- 
pects.” Very shocking, this, in anticipation, and, of course 
how unhappy must he be, who still dares to doubt. It is 
everthus. ‘The human mind seems to fear nothing so much 
astruth, It mopes in the dark and continually conjures up 
hoogaboo’s. Your correspondent appears, I know not why, 
but he does appear alarmed, lest bis readers should suppose 
him infected with the sceptical philosophy, which attributes 
effects the most perfect and designs the most “‘ benevolent to 
the weak and erring hand of chance.” Will he have the 
Kindness to tell me what philosophy it is that attributes these 
things to the weak and erring hand_of chance. It can- 
not allude to ancient systems; for the latter part of the sen- 
lence confines it to the modern Atheist. What does he mean 
by the word chance? Has he a clear conception of its 
meaning? Ishe quite sure it has any meauing, as he uses it. 
The modern Atheist says, that since it has been wrested from 
ils proper place, it is a useless word, which can only be ex- 
plained by a sentence, which will shew it to have no real 
meaning ;—and, of course, it has no place in the belief or dis- 
belief of the Atheist. One of the greatest philosopbers of 
this, or of any age says chance and accident are merely the 
participles of Escheior, Cheoir and Cadere; in which sense 
they are no longer used. Let us not, then, my good Sir, 
be denied quarter; be merciful to us, I beg, as you heed 
the mercy of others; for, be assured, a freethinking Cbris- 
fan is as mach an object of detestation and alarm, to the 
tthodox and the fanatic, as we poor Atheists can possibly 
be to. your sect. What, after all, is the difference between 
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us, only this, that the Freethinking Christians cannot be. 
lieve certain things held by others indispensable, his reason 
will not allow him so to do: he then has adopted the « Scep- 
tical Philosophy,” to a certain extent. The Atheist cannot 
believe other certain things, which the freethinking Chris. 
tian considers indispensable, his reason will not allow him 
so to do—he then has adopted the sceptical philosophy to a 
somewhat further extent, he cannot take the unsupported 
assertions of men for truths. It may be said, has he not the 
use of his senses, does he not hear and see? Yes, he does, 
he hears a deal of nonsense from interested persons and re- 
peated by weak ones—and he sees many silly people conti- 
nually employed in debasing themselves by abusing their 
teason: he sees, however, besides this, things far removed 
from his limited comprehension, he contemplates, them with 
great pleasure ; but he neither worships them por his own 
ignorance asthe Deist and the Christian do. He says, these 
things, are to me inexplicable. I am ignorant of their 
causes, and here he stops. He does not erect his ignorance 
into a Deity, and then adore it; he is not so presumptuous; 
that he leaves to the modest Christian, who presumes to ac- 
count for the whole pheuomena of nature by a bare suppo- 
sition. The Atheist simply says, I cannot account for any 
one of the phenomena. I look into your religious books, 
in hopes of finding an explanation ; but [ find in them no- 
thing but dogmatical assertions, or vain conjectures, which 
prove nothing but the ignorance of the writers; these my rea- 
son forbids me to take for proofs—and I remain a sceptic. My 
object is not so much reprehension, as caution, to your 
correspondent. We, pdor souls, are stigmatized enough al- 
ready, and need no misrepresentations to render us more 
obnoxious; but to shew your correspondent how willing | 
am to he taught by any one, I shall follow the example he 
has set me “ and conclude with the words of the poet.” 


“‘ For modes of faith let erring zealots fight, — 
His can’t be wrong whose life is in the right.’ 


NO DEIST. 





No. Il. 


My former Communication in reply to an admiter of nature 
was intended to prove your sincerity. --and my apprehension 
thus expressed was but too well founded—and your pro- 
spectus like so many others appear. only as.a delusion held 
‘out to entrap the unwary es) to promote the sale of the 
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work.— Why allow your correspondents to attack if you are 
not prepared to admit those attacked to defend themselves— 
but I find my answer and your reasons in the official article 
signed “Christopholis.”—I am sorry to observe so much il- 
liberality, abuse, and so many false assertions as are con- 
tained in the writing of your champion who “speaks in his 
own name” and of * the church (he should have said the in- 
fallible church) of which he has the HIGH honour of being 
amember.” I had almost succeeded in persuading myself 
that the spirit of persecution would not be found among you, 
that you could not as many other sects have done set up 
your tenets as a standard—then cry heresy and immediately 
proceed to stretch those who are too short. and lop those 
who are too tall—and I cannot but think that before you 
proceeded to this lopping and stretching, you should at least 
having given us the creed of your infallible church, unless 
indeed you think itso apparent that no one can mistake, and 
that no one has therefore any right to differ from you in 
opinion.—This sectarian tyranny over the minds and con- 
sciences of men is of all tyrannies the most detestable with 
which they ever were or can be afflicted: —blinded by your 
zeal for what no donbt you think excellent, you have done 
that which upon reflection I hope you will not persist in 


Maintaining.—Though I do not expect you will have the 


courage to acknowledge your error, you are not the first 
sect who have prematurely thrust themselves to public no- 
lice; but I never heard of any sect that commenced its ca- 


reer sovindictively. Most sects have professed mildness aud 


brotherly love at their first establishment: and, indeed, most 
of them intended it. It was only when men became un- 


ish interested in its support, or the support of the cor- 
ptio 


taptions which had crept in, that they became persecutors. 
You on the contrary_march boldly forward at once with 


bell, book; and candle—a sword in one hand and a firebrand 


in the other. You justly anticipate the accusations of those 
interested in the corruptions of Christianity; and it is really 
shocking to observe that no man can entertain an opinion on 
& Speculative subject like the present, without being ex- 


oR to “tenorant suspicions” —and branded as infamous 


¥ those from whom he dissents. You, seeing, acknow- 
ledging, and lamenting this yourself, scorn not adopt the 


Same conduct fowards others and more particularly towards 


the Deists. You “expect to be exposed to the artful inst- 
nualions or ignorant suspicions of those who call them- 
selves Deists, ’ of * thase men” who “ feeling themselves un- 
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able to contend against Christianity” “ when exhibited free 
from corruption”’—have not virtue sufficient to embrace a 
‘‘ religion they can no longer attack with success”—and this 
you assert in the most unqualified manner. All the Deists 
are artful, ignorant, suspicious, and devoid of virtue. Not 
an honest man is to be found among them! Shame! shame! 
where.is thy blush? How revolting this want of charity, 
this persecuting spirit,—doubly revolting as it comes from 
those who pretend to reform others—from those who claim 
the right of free discussion as the means of eliciting truth 
—and who of all mankind ought to be the last to persecute 
their fellows. The generality of “ Deists,” you say, “have 
ONLY attacked absurd and ridiculous doctrines held by 
persons calling themselves Christians and which are no 
where to be found in the scriptures—and from their absur- 
dity have inferred the want of authenticity in tbese scrip- 
tures.” This is directly the reverse of truth—and proves 
how little you are acquainted with their writings. They do 
not make “absurd and ridiculous doctrines held by persons 
calling themselves Christians” the GROUND on which they 
reject Revelation; they reject it from want of proof, that the 
scriptures are what they are called upon to believe them to 
be—and they object to what appears to them absurd, or ri- 
diculous, or wicked, in those books,.as being unworthy the 
creator. I will not however say as you have done that I 
repel your *‘ charges, suspicions, and insinuations with scorn, 
contempt,and indignation,” no, mine is a feeling of pity rather. 
I would have you think better of it and sin no more. 
would have you subdue your bad passions and cultivate 
your reason—I advise you to inquire before you assert— 
and to refrain from making unjust charges in reprehensible 
language. 

You see, Sir, you are not attacked, at least, by me, ia the 
way you anticipated. I neither “insinuate artfully” nor 
‘* suspect ignoranily,” I tell you simply what you have done 
and advise you to use more moderation in future. 
| Other parts of the article before me are liable to serious 
objections; but on these J will not at present make any re- 
mark. Others will probably do this—and as whatever pro- 
_vokes discussion and promotes enquiry has a tendency to 
produce some good, so I hope your article, reprehensible as 
it is, may not be without its uses. But, certainly, our 1D- 
.quiries and discussions ought to be conducted with temper 
and liberality. | | ‘ex 

Tam, Sir, &c., . 
NO DEIST. 
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PETITION OF T. R. PERRY TO THE HOUSE OF 
COMMONS. 





Ox Wednesday, May 18, 1825, Mr. Hume presented a Petition 
from Thomas Ryley Perry which had been in that Gentleman’s 
hands ever since the first week of the present session. The fol- 
lowing is a report from the New Times. 


PROSECUTIONS FOR BLASPHEMY. 


Mr. Hume presented a petition from T. R. Perry, a prisoner in 
Newgate Gaol. The petitioner had been imprisoned in July lest 
for the crime of blasphemy, and complained to the House against 
a partial and unjust infliction of punishment. He (Mr. Hume) 

etted that our prisons were filled, like the Inquisitions in Old 
Spain and Portugal, by persons who sold works hostile to the es- 
tablished religion. A country which sanctioned such proceed- 
ings could not -be called liberal or tolerant. It was inconsistent 
with the principles and precepts of Christianity to imprison those 


who challenged our opinions in respectful and proper language. 


The petition was ordered to be printed. 
The following is a copy of the Petition. 


To the honourable the Commons of Great Britain and Ireland in 
Parliament assembled. 


The Petition of Thomas Ryley Perry, a Prisoner in his 
Majesty’s Gaol of Newgate, sheweth :— 


That your Petitioner comes before your Honourable House to 
complain of a partial and unjust infliction of punishment, by a 
Judge in one of his Majesty’s criminal courts. 

That, on the nineteenth day of July, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and twenty-four, your Petitioner appeared in the ‘New Court 
‘at the Old Bailey, in the City of- London and county of Middlesex, 
before Newman Knowlys, the Recorder of London, and a Com- 
mon Jury. 

_ That your Petitioner there defended himself against a charge of 
dasphemy, for having published a pamphlet entitled ‘‘ The Prin- 
ciples of Nature, by Elihu Palmer,” and was pronounced Guilty. 
_ That, in consequence of the presiding Judge, having intimated 
im a former session, on a trial of a similar nature, that a mild and 
tespectful defence, would be attended with a lenient sentence, 
nould any defendant in such a case be found guilty; your Peti- 
toner was induced to a his own prepared defence and to 


in part suggestedto him, by a Clergyman of the Es- 
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tablished Church. That a more mild, eloquent, argumentative 
or respectful defence,.your Petioner conceives could not have been 
submitted to the attention of a Jury, being altogether free from 
any offensive or irrelevant matter. That your Petitioner was sen- 
tenced to a period of three years’ imprisonment in Newgate! not- 
withstanding a former defendant, who had been found guilty of a 
similar charge, in a previous session, and who had been interrupt- 
ed in his defence, by the same presiding Judge, on account of its 
alleged boldness and imputed blasphemy, received a sentence of 
imprisonment in the same Gaol for two years only. 

That the same Judge did also award a sentence of eighteen 
months imprisonment to another defendant found guilty of the 
same alleged offence; and three other defendants (two of whom 

leaded guilty) to a period of six months imprisonment each. 
Ptnishing those the least, who employed counsel to defend them, 
and thus making it appear, that self-defence was an additional 
offence. : 

That the wife and two infant children of your Petitioner, are re- 
duced to a state of extreme distress, through the unjust, and as your 
Petitioner conceives, illegal practise of imprisoning inoffensive in- 
dividuals for merely selling books, in despite of the total absence 
of all statute law on the subject, which has been proved as well 
in the criminal courts, as in his Majesty’s Court of King’s Bench, 
before all the Judges presiding in those courts. 

That your Petitioner is denied all access to his friends, other- 
wise than by speaking to them through an iron grating, two or 
three feet apart; that female relatives are stript rudely and inde- 
cently searched before they are admitted to see your Petitioner; 
that the regulations of the prison place your Petitioner under the 
treatment of a convicted felon; all which annoyances, and de- 
grading regulations amount to a total exclusion of all your Pe- 
titioner’s friends. 

That your Petitioner in conjunction with others who are 
confined with him for the same alledged offence, has frequent- 
ly remonstrated, with the Sheriffs, the Aldermen, and the other 

aol authorities, upon the extreme hardness as well as inhumani- 
8 of these regulations, but no redress has been afforded to your 

etitioner. , 

That your Petitioner considers his sentence, together with the 
severe deprivations which the prison regulations inflict upon him, 
to be*peculiarly unjust and vindictive; and the conduct of the 
Judge who violated his solenin pledge and actéd with such gross 
partiality, to be deserving of reprehension. 

- Your Petitioner therefore prays your Honourable House to in- 
terfere and procure his release from all further imprisonment— 
‘that it willin its wisdom reprobate such illegal proceedings as 
a ;men and women in Prisons, for publishing their opinions 
Or'the dpinions of dthers, dn spetulitive painte-of ‘belief in matters 
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of Religion, particularly when the increased, and continually in- 
creasing knowledge of the age, is so thoroughly incompatiable 
with such measures; and that it will through the medium of a 
committee, inquire, if your Petioner and others in the same pre- 
dicament, have really violated any law, as none has ever been 
shewn, though, the most masterly arguments have been advanced 
in vain, against the existence of any such law, as a common law 
against Philosophical Publications technically called Blasphe- 
mous 


THOMAS RYLEY PERRY. 


_ Itappears from all the reports in the Newspapers, that Mr. 
Hume was supported by no other Honourable Member in his re- 
monstrance-against these barbarous proceedings, neither did Mr. 
Peel, or any one of the Ministerial Members attempt a syllable 
in self defence. Itis also remarkable that the Newspapers should 
not have made the slightest allusion to that part of the Petition, 
which prays for a removal of those grievances which place the 
ba A Philosopher, on the same footing with convicted felons. 

tis necessary to state here that since our application to the 
Secretary of State on the subject of these restrictions, the City 
Aldermen have made an alteration in the arrangement for seeing 
our Friends : but let it be borne in mind, that this alteration, in- 
stead of removing the cause of complaint, is an additional privation ; 
and that we are now absolutely much worse situated than before ; 
or even than other prisoners confined in the same Yard. How far 
Alderman Wood, can reconcile this treatment with his own con- 
science in thus becoming one of our most violent persecutors, we 
leave him to determine; all must agree in this, to say the least of 
it, that it is dastardly, mean and cowardly. 





<outie 





COPY OF A LETTER SENT TO THE KING, 
CARLTON PALACE. 





_ SiR, Dorchester Gaol, May 29, 1825. 

THE No. of “The Republican*” which accompanies this 
letter will afford one of many proofs, that the men generally, 
who have been persecuted ‘by a monarchical government, 
under the plea that they were jacobins, revolutionists, athe- 
ists, republicans, &c., have been men of superior talent, cou- 


Wl Wo vero eso %No.20, Vol. XI. 
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rage and honesty; with talent enough to see the abominable 
iniquities of monarchical government, as it has hitherto ex. 
isted, and with honesty and courage enough to expose them. 
William Sampson, the author of this accompanying dis- 
course, and once au Irish Barrister during the reign of Cas- 
tlereagh in Ireland, was one of those persecuted, talented, 
brave and honest men. After suffering misery indescribable 
in England, Portugal and other places, by incarceration 
without trial or charge against him, he, at last, set his foot on 
that land that has not been known by the present records or 
traditions of mankind to have been polluted by the footste 
of a robber-chieftain under the name of King. In the United 
States of North America alone, the talents, honesty, and cou- 
rage of William Sampson could find an assylum and acoun- 
try or government to cherish them. There he has written 
his memoirs, there he has spoken this admirable disconrse, 
‘which will be read for ages to come as monuments of dis- 
grace to the family of the Guelpbs whilst reigning over 
Great Britain and Ireland. 


I am, Sir, your prisoner, 
RICHARD CARLILE. 








COPY OF A LETTER SENT TO THE KING, 
WINDSOR CASTLE. 





Sir, Dorchester Gaol, May 31, 1825. 
I HAVE been negotiating with a Committee of Churchmen, 
who wish to obtain my house for the better exhibition of 
St. Bride’s Church in Fleet Street. 1 had no objection to 
part with the house for the value which I paid for it, pro- 
vided, that my liberation were the first principle of the agree- 
inent. i signed an agreement to this effect. The Commit- 
tee made sure, that my liberation would not be refused upon 
. such ground, considering the terms of my sentence and how 
far | have suffered it. A day was appointed for their inter- 
view with Mr, Peel; but after the first appointment, I was 
told, that the interview had not taken place, and that the 
Committee wished me to prepare a petition which they 
might support. My avswer was, that I could say nothing 
more than I had said to Mf: Peel; and considering how far 
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] had paid the fines by seized property and imprisonment, 
] would make no further concession or compromise. On 
this answer, an interview took place between the Committee 
and Mr. Peel, and he said, that he would make no compro- 
mise, and would not recommend my liberation on the groand 
presented by the Committee. Ihave to shew you, Sir, who 
ought to be Mr. Peel’s master, under the present state of 
things, that though I could make a compromise with Mr. 
Peel, he cannot make a just compromise with me, without 
paying me several thousand pounds, by way of damage for 
the injuries done to me beyond the law, or even beyond the 
sentence of the Jadges. 

Mr. Peel was not asked to make a compromise: he was 
asked only for my liberation. Admitting, for the statement 
of a case, that I had really offended the law, which I do 
not and never shall admit in reality, what was Mr. Peel’s 
duty on the question of my liberation being put to him? His 
duty was this:— 

Lam Secretary of State for the Home Department. It is 
my duty to see, that no man is punished beyond the sen- 
tence of the Judges, and, if a case of the kind occurs, to cor- 
rect it with all possible dispatch. Here isa man in Gaol, 
who'was sentenced, in the month of November 1819, to three 
years imprisonment, and to two fines, the one of one thou- 
sand, the other of five hundred pounds. I find, that he has 
been in Gaol and under a barsh treatment, with imprison- 
ment made as solitary as possible, for five years and a half, 
that is, two years and a half beyond the period of imprison- 
mentassigned and in consequence of the fiues not being du- 
ly paid: two years and a half imprisonment in lieu of the 
fines. I find also, that when this man was first sentenced, 
my predecessor, in office, or the Judges of the Court of 
King’s Bench, caused the whole of bis property to be seized 
to meet the fines, caused a shop to be shut up in which a ve- 
ty profitable trade in books was carrying on, and, to all! ap- 
pearance, left him not a shadow of prospect for any other 
Means of paying his fines, nor, indeed, of any means of sup- 
eros himself, wife, three small children, and an aged mo- 

er, during his imprisonment. I find, that he, the prisoner, 


‘Says, this seizure of. property was an equivalent for both of 


fines; or, at least, at a reduced value, for the larger fine. 
find also, that he did again manage to reopen the same 
shop, of which he had a lease, and for which he must have 
ldnswerable for two hundred and fifty pounds a year in 
rent and taxes, until the end of year 1824, if he bad not 
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opened it. I find, that when I came into office, in the be. 
ginning of year 1822, this man was agaif Catryidg on a vye- 
ry profitable business through his assistants, and that | 
caused a total stoppage to be put to that business, by the se- 
cond seizure of bis stock, and by taking possession altoge- 
ther of his house and shutting his agents out of it, under a 
further pretence of seizing for his fines. I am told, that | 
inflicted a great pecuniary injury upon him by this step: 
and, upon every scale of probability, by the appearance of 
the extent of his business at the time when these seizures 
were made, he has been deprived of the means, not only of 
paying his fines in cash, but of making a large fortune. Can 
] find, then, that he has suffered in body and in purse, that 
sentence which the Judges passed upon him for his misde- 
meanor ? 

There, Sir, if Mr. Peel were an honest and just man, he 
would reason with himself in that manner, in mine or in any 
other person’s case. Now, I appeal to you, to Mr. Peel, 
and to every man in the country, whether I have not suffer- 
ed a greater infliction of punishment than that which the 
Judges passed upon me? 

Mr. Peel’s retort is: see his conduct in Gaol. Whatever 
my conduct might have been in Gaol, I insist upon it, that, 
upon every principle of law and justice, Mr. Peel has no 
right to consider it a moment, after I have suffered the 
amount of punishment awarded by the Judges. Conduciin 
Gaol can only be justly considered by a Secretary of State 
with reference to an abridgment of the sentence of the Judge. 
To consider it beyond that, is to sentence again without 
trial: and this is what Mr. Peel has done in my ease; for 
this, I deem him to be indictable as a criminal. 

. Mercy cannot be extended to me. _To mention the word, 
is but ap additional outrage upon justice. I HAVE DONE NO 
WRONG EITHER IN A LEGALOR a MORALSENSE. | demand 





_» justice. . I will ask no favour, I will make no concession, if 





another five years sentence to imprisonment be imposed 
upon me without trial. I have uever published any thing 
but the most strict and useful truths, with relation to religion: 
these truths I am prepared to defend before the knowledge 
of the most learned men in this country ; and such being the 
case, every man who has influenced my persecution has been 
both robber and villain. 


1 am, Sir, your prisoner, 
RICHARD CARLILE. 
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AN ENQUIRY RELATIVE TO THE MORAL AND 
POLITICAL IMPROVEMENT OF THE HUMAN 


SPECIES. 
AN ORATION, DELIVERED IN THE CITY OF NEW-YORK, ON 


THE FOURTH OF JULY, BEING THE TWENTY-FIRST ANNI- 
VERSERY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE. 


BY ELIHU PALMER. 





ARGUMENT. 


1. A Sketch of the American Revolution, and of the Conse- 
uences which have resulted from it. 
2. Remarks on the Political Apostacy which appeared in this 
country. 
3. The Primary Objects of Political Association, and the Au- 
_ thor’s Opinion on the best Mode of Organization to attain 
those objects. 
4. An Enquiry into the Effects of this important Revolution 
! upon the moral, scientific, and political Condition of the 
Human Species. 





ORATION. 


[It is hoped the readers of the following production will glance 
over with a less critical eye any inaccuracies they may perceive, 
on account of the peculiar situatzon of the Author. Heto whom 
Nature has become a blank, from the total loss of sight, can- 
not be supposed to be in a habit of committing his ideas to 
paper with that nice precision, elegance, regularity or method, 
which they can command who have never been visited with this 

test of all human misfortunes. The ideas, however, in this 
ddress will be found strong and vigorous, and frequently ori- 


ginal—a prope that loss of sight does by no means impair them 
energy of the contemplative faculties of man: 


‘So much the rather, thou Ce.estiAL Lieut, 
Shine inward, and the mind through all her powers 
Irradiate———.” “ = Miron. | EpirTor. 





Frienps, anp.Fexiiow Cittzens, 
Permit me to solicit your attention, and the indulgence of 
your candour, while] attempt to develope some of those 
iMportant principles which are connected with the nature of 
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this anniversary —the establishment of our independence 
and the ground of hope to all the oppressed and unforty. 
tunate nations of the earth. 

The period is at length arrived when man is about to take 
cognizance of the dearest interests of hisspecies. His intel- 
Jectual powers are excited to action upon an elevated scale, 
comprehending an indefinite extent of human felicity. Rea- 
son has determined to examine with a scrutinizing eye the 
nature of every principle which can be employed for the 
productive benefit of the species: or which on the other 
hand, can possibly operate destructively to the happiness of 
man. The philosophers, the patriots, the philantropists of 
all countries are combining the wishes of their hearts and 
the efforts of their minds to ameliorate the condition of the 
human race; and so enrapturing is the object that lies be- 
fore them, that while they view, even at a distance, ils ac- 
accomplishment, the benevolent sensations which animate 
their hearts add to the mind new energy. of thought, and 
bestow upon intellect a peculiar force of beneficial opera- 
tions. They behold, in the progressive movements of intel- 
lectual power, the power, the certain ruin, the inevitable 
destruction of those pernicious systems of error and super- 
stition, of civil and religious despotisin, which have so long 
desolated the world and degraded the character of man. It 
is not difficult to discern the effects of applying the energy 
of human intellect to that ancient order of things now crum- 
bling into dust by the powerful exertions which are opposed 
to its iniquitious principles. 

The grand object of all civil and religious tyrants, those 
priviliged imposters of the world, has been to suppress all 
the elevated operations of the mind, to kill the energy of 

thought) and through this channel to subjugate the whole 
weatth for their own special emolument. When men are 
Jadotal ignorance of their rights by those whom they 
‘taught to revere as beings of a higher order, it is not to 
expected that they will be capable of that activity by 
Which alone their privileges are to be regained. Slavery 

ud fear have rendered them torpid and senseless, without 
acquiring knowledge sufficient to exercise a holy indigna- 
tion against their oppressors. 

Retrospectively examining the condition of man, we be- 
hold the most fruitful sources of human degradation and ca- 
lamity. In all the ancient world; Man, every where bending 
‘beneath the weight of a compound despotism, seems almost 
to have lost the erect attitude assigned to him by the power 
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of Nature, aud to grovel upon the earth the miserable vic- 
tim of ignorance and tyranny. In those regions of slavery 
and wretchedaess all the advantages, all the enjoy ments, 
which would have resulted from a cultivated understanding 
atid the establishment of liberty, are concealed from the 


view of the human eye; and the philanthropic mind is com- 


pelled to contemplate a scene of ruin and distress capable of 
being exhibited only by the royal butchers and ecclesiastical 
jmpostors of the world. 

The extent of this mischief, and the pressure of these mis- 
fortunes, are: not distinctly perceived or realized by the 
American. citizens, enjoying all the bounties of nature and 
the blessings of a free government, excluded from the double 
despotism of church and state, and disposing at will the 


fruits of their iudustry for the cultivation of their minds, or 


other purposes, suited to the acquisition of that moral hap- 
piness, for the attainment of which man every where exhi- 
bits such strong desires. 

To all the enjoyments which can possibly result from the 
possession of his faculties, Man is justly entitled by the laws 
and constitution of Nature; but which in all ages, he has 
been shamefully deprived of by the Tyrants of the earth, 
who have never had any other object in view than that of 
robbing him of his just rights, for the purpose of carrying 


jnto effect their own nefarious intentions. 


It. is. impossible at this time, nor is it necessary, to carry 
the mind over the vast regions. of the ancient world, in order 
to exhibit the the terrible spectacle resulting from those po- 


liticaland religious institutions which have served only to de- 
grade and corrupt the species, and which have robbed man of 
“the brightest ornaments of hischaracter. ‘The earth for ages 











past has drank the blood of innocent beings, an 
is justly chargable to the crimes of Priests and 
detestable memory. Not a spot of this fair ete 
been exempt from their ravages; and their names ¥ 
scend to posterity covered with that odium which will¥@yet 
attach itself to such criminal transactions. ; 

The powers of man, however, in the progress of their im- 
provement, were destined to give to the species a meliora- 
tion of their unfortunate condition. It isthe energy of intel- 
lect that has taken cognizance of the rights of human nature; 
and it is this alone which can correct the errors of ancient 
systems and renovate the world. The present state of the 


is blood 





-homan mind affords good ground to hope that all retrograde 
“Motion in human concerns is already excluded from the ca- 
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‘talogue of probable events ; and we look forward to a new 
ordér of things, comprehending thé most beneficial exertion 
of our.rational faculties, and an unpreeedented diffusion of 
human felicity. . , 


Among all the events recorded in history, the most fin- No 
portant ts that of the American Revolution, by which tke = 


cord that bound us to the corrupt government of Britain was 
severed for ever.~ It is not necessary at this time to disclose 
in detail the historical facts productive of this astonishing 1 
event; they are still fresh in every American mind; and 
It is most ardently to be hoped that they will'never be for- 
gotten. They evince in the British cabinet the most unequi- 
vocal design to establish tyranny and despotism in the New 
World: but, by protruding: the schemes of domination be- 








yond the point of suffering sensibility among the people of TI 
‘this country, the malignant and destructive intention was ne 
‘destroyed, and the objects on whom this wicked plan was tit 
intended to operate avenged themselves upon the heads of te 
_ the projectors. | ca 
(To be continued.) C 

P Pr 

eit 

- : th 

J. Marrian of Birmingham, begs the brave General Car- y 

.  “Wilecand his noble ‘little Army of Martyrs, (now keepiog th 
terms, and on duty in Knowlys’. College) to accept of a nt 
- golden King, not aibase sovereign, nor one of those emblem- th 
- atical kind which his townsmen are famed for sendipg forth. C 
. He would also wish some of his. younger townsmen to fol- Dt 
his.example, particularly those who have also had the C 






an excellent parent for so doing. bt 
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